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— The way of truth ſhall be evil ſpoken . 2 Pet. ii. 2 
1f ye be reproached far the name of Chriſtz happy are e. 
I Pet. iv. 14. 
Now we beſeech you, brethren, by the coming of our Lord © 
Jeſus Chriſt, and by our gathering together unto him, that © 
ye be not ſoon ſhaken in mind.— 2 Theſſ. ii. 1, 4... 
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PO N the 47th-of February laſt, an ano- 
nymous performance was met with, bear- 


ing the following title, viz. © An Expoſition 
of ſome late Reveries concerning the Sonſhip 


“ of, Chriſt, which are fundamentally ſubver- 
4 five of the Chriſtian religion.“ On glancing 


over this at that time, no thought was then 


entertained of ever offering to take any public 
notice of it: But, ſeveral weeks after, falling to 


charge in the title; and 2dly, the ſingular dar 


think ſomewhat - more particularly concerning 
the matter, two reaſons prevailed to form other _ | 
views. Theſe reaſons were, -fir/t, the:gri 6 


en- 
irg of truth in that performance. E5 
The plain deſign of this Expoſition, is to offer 
a reply to two ſmall Tra&zs publiſhed in April 
laſt year 3 the one intituled, A Diſcourſe” con- 


cerning the Sonſhip of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt:*\ | 


The other, ſubjoined to it, intituled, * A ſhort 


, view of adminiſtrating the Sacrament of the 


“ Supper, according to our ſtandards. Any 
direct anſwer given to this laſt, is in the follow- 
ing words: As to the reaſoning | in this part, 


it is worthy of no particular notice, being a 


4A 3 1 


v EA. cCE 


* moſt confuſed maſs of unfair repreſentations, 
* ſophiſtical impoſitions, and abſurd conclu- 
ſions. A very caly way, indeed, of anſwer- 
ing any book! In a few lines before and after 
this finiſhing anſwer, excepting a pitiful remark 
concerning his ſelf-contradi&ion, and the col- 
leQing of ſome expreſſions without the ſmalleſt 
hint of any of thoſe particular matters they re- 
ferred to, (alſo as if the uſe of any of theſe, or 
of equally as ſtrong expreſſions, were not war- 
ranted in Scripture, while he may read Rev. 
ili. 5, 6. 2 Pet. i. 1.) the Expoſitor falls foul 
of ſome foot-notes belonging to this part. Up- 
on another occaſion, we ſhould have gladly at- 

- tended him as to theſe : but, for the preſent, we 
| Have not fo much ſpare time, becauſe of having 
85 2 e matters in hand. Farewell! EY 
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CONCERNING EF 1 


| The SONSHIP of CHRIST, de. 7 


A. 


— 
© x 
_— 


„ „ 
HE Seripture Doctrine of the Holy Trinity. 
and That of the Covenant of Grace for the 
recovery of fallen man, are undoubtedix 
docłtriaes of the laſt importance 1 
ſtians. By the Former, we are to learn about the 
object northip ; tht he bende ar Gd the Gal | 
of the Chriſtians, whom we worſhip and ſerve. By: 
the Other, we arc to learn the vy of obtaining bis fas 
your ; the way of worſhiping, glorifying, and enjoy 
ing him as our God. 3 then, theſe; W 
muſt not be trivial or light things. 
Near about a twelvemonth ago, a ſ. 1 tende ires 
publiſhed, under; the title of A Diſcourſe concerns 
* ing the Sondhip of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt.“ In this 
was ſhortly handled, the ſeripture doctrine of the Tri- 
nity, in order to ſet forth. the. Sox/oip of Chriſt, by 
eternal, neceſſary, and ineffable generation; and to ſhew 
_ be is Unus. one abſolutely ſupreme God with the 
Father, 


7 Fr 


123 
Father, having all poſſible glory and perfection that 
the Father can be ſaid to have. Alſo there was therein 
a ſhort hint at the Covenant of Grace, in order to ſhew © 


that Chriſt, AS Mediator, Head, and Repreſentative of 
an elect World, did bear a federal relation unto God, 


as his God 84 Father, in the name of that elect com- 


pany, and as the foundation of their right unto God 

2 God and Father. Several weeks ago, a cer- 
tain performance came forth, named, An Expoſi- 
« tion of ſome late Reveries concerning the Sonſhi 
« of Chriſt, which are fundamentally ſubverſive of 
& the Chriſtian religion.” Wherein the foreſaĩd mat- 
ters are thus ſtiled and charged; ſtiled “ Reveries,” 
and charged with being fundamentally ſubverſive 
tc of the Chriſtian religion.” 
When this Author might have been plainly viewed 
as entertaiping different ſentiments from thoſe in the 
- Diſcourſe: concerning the federn] Sonſbip of Chriſt, 
yet it was never imagined that he would have had the 
audacity to condemn what was ſaid concerning the 
Sonſhip of Chriſt by Eternal Generation. However, he 


thinks fit to ſay, © But we muſt attend to the opening 


« of a new ſcene; a fcheme of doctrine which was 
c never before heard of in the Chriſtian world; a 
4 new ſcheme of doctrine about the Senſbip of Ekriſt 
c by Eternal Generation, which puts that matter upon a 
«moſt unſcriprurat footing ; even ſuch as leaves no 
proper room for it in the Doctrine of Grace, in the 
40 l of our ſalvation. (Exp. p. —— | 
he gives a long disjointed quotation from the diſcourſe, 
in order to exhibit the ground of his charge; but how 
juſtly, the candid and impartial reader may attend tc 
ln the Diſcourſe, there having been quoted the opi- 
nion of the old Arians; denying the CONSUBSTAN:> 
TIALITY of the Son with the Father; as alſo, the 
Simſonian opinion, denying the NECESSARY EX. 
ISTENCE of Chriſt: And as theſe opinions were 
real degrading him from his TRUE DEITY, and-the - 
making of him to be a 3 it therefore "ons ' 
* 903.74 ; WS: ws 
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(91 
lows, in: the ſaid diſcourſe, Now let us turn to the 
„ ſuppoſition of the exiſtence of creatures. Were 
c this opinion of the Arians and Simſonians to be re- 

„ ceived as the true one, then indeed the Son might 

e be the ſubject of the Father's decree; the ſubject ov 
© object of the Father's promiſe, conſidering him as 
& the Firſt Perſon of the Trinity. (Diſc. p. 5.)'—Here 
it is that the Expoſitor plainly means to ground his 

25 charge. But we may aſk this queſtion, What are 

„. © the decrees of God? The decrees of God are his 

| „ eternal purpoſe according to the counſel of. his 

„ own will, whereby, for his own glory, he hath 
« fore - ordained whatſoever comes to paſs. (Shor- 
© ter Catechiſm).” It is quite evident here, that 
the deorees of God are concerning created exiſt- 
ences; and that, beyond the bounds or line thereof, 
there is no decreeiug with God: For that cannot be 
the ſubject of God's decree, as deriving its exiſtence 
therefrom, while it is never to have exiſtence; and 
neither can it be the object of his decree as to all the 
diſpoſing of it to his glory, while eternally without ex- 
iſtence, or never belonging unto what comes to pals, 
Again, it is alſo evident, that the decrees of God are 
. - the decrees of a Threc-One God; for, © in the unity 
„of the Godhead, there be Three Perſons, of one 
« ſubſtance, power, and eternity. (Conf. chap: ii. 
& par. 3-).” Therefore, decreeing is the one act of Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, one God. How ſtrange- 
ly then would it ſound in the ear of any ſober Chri- 
ſtian, to ſay, that one divine perſon, AS SUCH, is the 
ſubject or object of the decree of another divine perſon 

A8 SUCH? Let, to any intelligent reader, this is the 

very ſpirit of that doctrine which is taught us in the 

Expoſition. * e 

I be Expoſitor ſays, The Doctrine of the Holy . 

% Trinity, in all reſpects, is wholly a ſubject of ſuper- 

natural revelation; to be believed by us, not to be 

* .comprehended and accounted for. (Exp. p. 11.) ““ 

- + This is certain truth, nor is there a ſyllable in the Dif- 

Ne | courſe, 
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A courſe, from to end, contradicting, bur 
| plainly 3 it. But then the Expoſitor imme- 

| Aiately The immanent, intrinſic, or internal 

1 46 as the Trinity, all taken in ag immediate re- 
3 11 ſpect to che divine perſons as ſuch, (theſe which art 
and relative, equally with theſe which are ne- 
« Par bo and abſolute) are revealed 'as in a ſtate of 


« ee e ency with the eſſential oneneſs of the di- 


vine perſons, as alſo with their — 2 
Here this Author brings vs into clouds and darkneſs, . 


* and daringly aſſerts about what he owns, is not to be 
| comprehended and accounted. for by us. When he 
ſpeaks of internal acts of the Trinity, he muſt mean, 
i he deſigns to ſpeak intelligibly, that theſe acts are 
within the Trinity, AS being abſtract from all that is 
ereated or made; and fa, as diſtinct from external acts, 
or ads about what are without the Trinity, AS being 
| created exiſtences. How, then, venture to 
form any diſtinctions as to the internal acts of the Tri- 
nity, into free and relative, and neceſſary and abſo- 
Ante ? a diſtindtion that we believe no wan can well 
tue up the meaning of, no not this Author himſelf; 
„ of him, he neither underſtands - 
what he ſays, nor whereof he affirms, Free. and ne. 
_ eſſary, is a plain diſtinction; allo, relative and. ab- 
Jute, is another plain diſtinction: But, to make a di- 
inction between free and relative joined together, 
and neceſſary and abſolute joined together, particular- 
LS. concerning ſuch ſacred and incomprehenfible my- 
cries as the orange acts of the Trinity, is undoubt- 
iedly to darken counſel by words without knowledge: 
However, let us invert the terms of our Authors di- 
:Hinction, in order, if poſſible, to get out of his dark- 
neſs. So we join zeceſſary and relative together, and 
Fei and abſolute together. Ther the internal acts of 
the Trinity, may be conſidered as neceſſary and rela- 
diu neceſſary, becauſe of the unity of the divine e- 
ſence; and r becauſe of the trutb of Three di- 
| Rin Perſons in that Oue ca. But, 1 
N 25 terms. 


— 


n) 
terms free and abſoluſe unta theſe internal ach, we ace 
know! that we cannot underſtand in any other 
poſſible aſe than this, viz: that perſonality in the God= _ 
| head, is the ſame' with nality among creatures. 
James and John are not more truly diftin& perſons, 
than that they are diſtinct beings: So. James may have 
free acts with reſpect to John, and abſolute acts, with- 
out any knowledge of them, or confultation about 
them by John. But perſonality in the Gad heau is eter- 
- nally different from ſuch; for there is but ONE ef- 
ſence, ONE ſubſtance in God. Then, to offer to in- 
terpret the doctrine of the Trinity, in way of a dire& 
_ deſtroying the UNITY of the GODHEAD; or the © 
| ONENFSS of the Divine Being, muſt ſurely be the 
 evertarning of the true doctrine of the Trinity, and ſo 
", a real ſubverting of divine reselation. If, indeed, che 
terms free and abſolute were applied to the EX ER. 
NAL acts of the Trinity, we would then know where 
we were; for theſe acts being about created or made 
things, they are without queſtion mee frees | 
moſt purely. abſolute. . 5 
When this Author tells us, that the © internal aft | 
| « of the Trinity, all taken in an immediate reſpect W 
< the Divine Perſons as ſuch, theſe which are free aud 
44 relative, equally with theſe which are neceflayy nec 
abſolute, are revealed as in a ſtate of perfect c ö 
ency with the efential Oneneſs of the Divine Perſons, 
as alſo with their perſonal equality > Then he ſays, 
„ And this we are humbly to acknowledge, as mere- 
14 ly an article of faith, c. We wiſh that Chri- 
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x ſtians may. ſtudy to know their articles of faith, and 
» esl an e from him who can give it, too 
id underſtand what is revealed; and not to dive into un- 


ſearchable ſecr-rs, nor to offer a determined affirming: | 
of what in truth can never agree with the divine na- 
ture and glory. 04 
The Expolicor falls 3 o ſpeak of ma ä 
nal acts of the Trinity, though he induſtri oids,' 
er inadvertently n the naming of them 8 3 
10 which 
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nity : So that his reader is left to conſider him, as ſtill 
treating of theſe internal acts; and that, according to 
his way of writing, we are not to reckon that there 
are any external acts at all. He ſays, The principal 


matter of the new ſcheme is as follows, v:z. That 


+ 
* 
* 
* 2 
o 


4 the immanent and free or gracious acts of the Holy 
e Trinity, relative to an cle& world, could not have 


s paſſed betwixt the perſons, as immediately conſi- 


* 


« dered according to their divine perſonalities, in 


4 conſiſtence with their eſfential unity, and their 
e perſonal equality : That therefore the Father, con- 


*<-fidering*him as the Firſt Perſon of the Trinity, 


could dot make any promiſe to the Son; nor be 
the object of any promiſe from the Son, as an 
. undertaking Surety: That accordingly the Son, 


4 conſidered as the Second Perſon of the Trinity, 


* 


could not be ſubject to (the Diſcourſe has it, the 


« ſubject /) the Father's decree, nor the ſubject or 
ct Ohject of the Father's promiſe. (Exp. p. 11, 12.) 


It is that this writer loves ſo much to ſpeak in 
confuſion and darkneſs. He makes the words, As an 


undertaking Surety; and as the Second Perſon of the Tri-. 
nity, to ſiguify all one and the ſame. To try to con- 


above us, when he has ſo full aſſurance of his own abi-' 


lity and. ſufficiene. But we may endeavour to explain 


this to the weakeſt reader, from ſome inſtances eaſy 
to be underſtood Only it is to be obſerved with re- 
gard to ſuch inſtanges, that the particle (as) is to be 
taken in a reſtricting ſenſe, conſining to that particu- 
lar view preſented, excluſive of any other view or con- 


ſideration. Then there arg numberleſs inſtances that 


might be given; but the following may ſuffice.— A 
King condeſcends to appear gs a mean ſervant, and to 
work at hard labour. When ſeated on his throne, ar- 


yed in royal robes, and wearing his crown, we then 
35 he fits ar King: but, hen appcaring at work 
2 „ 2k | | in * 
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| which/is the more inexcuſable, when he was fo parti- | 
cular in naming the intrinſic or internal acts of the Tri- 
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1 6 ke fink of v eee then we ay, he * & 
| a ſervant. Does not every one ſee, that theſe are very 
diſtin& characters, and very diſtin& views of the king 5 
alſo, that he is king, though he had never appeared in 
any ſuch mean condition? Again, Paul the Apoſtle 
became ſurety for Oneſimus. Is the conſideration of > 
Paul as an apoſtle, and as a ſurety for Onefimus, one 
and the ſame? Would he not have been an apoſtle, 
b though he had never been furety for Oneſimus? But, 
. forther, Many faw Chriſt in the days of his fleſn., Did 
| * they all ſee him as the Chriſt ? Were there not thoſe. 
who ſaw him only as an extraordinary prophet ? And 
others who ſaw him maliciouſly, as only an impoſtor, 
working miracles by Beelzebub? It is too dreadful 
here to put the queſtion, was the conſideration of 
him, in all thoſe reſpects, one and the ſame But we 
come to the particular point in hand. | 
When we conſider Chriſt AS the Second Perſon of 
the Trinity, we are ſurely to confider him AS a Divine 
_ Perſon, by the moft pure and eternal neceſſity. But when 
we view him AS an undertaking Surety, then we vier 
him to be SUCH, from the mo/? ſovereignly free and 
mere good pleaſure. He who would deny a moſt real and 
perfect diſfinction between theſe, is ſurcly 40 
the bounds of being to be any more 3 „ 
and muſt be left to affirm what he pleaſes, even the 8 
moſt abſurd chimeras, the moſt ſenſeleſs reveris. 
The Expoſitor, in a pretty long quotation from his 
„ indiciæ, ſetting before us his view of the particle (a) 
in his own obſcure way, at laſt ſums up the matter 
* With regard to all revelation which is made 
* of him as God, and as the Eternal Son of God; this 
44 1g altogether incorporated with the revelation that is 
made of him as Mediator. No genuine Chriſtian wil! 
„ refuſe, that he is a/l-ſufficient as. Mediator: but how © d 
can this be, if he is not God, and the Eternal Son 
9 « of God, as Mediator: ſo as there can be no ſepara- -< 2-0 
* tion of any of theſe characters, either from his per- 
Py fon, or from one & 4 It ſcems he is Mediator. Yi 
y * by | a 


% 


— — 


ar... 
| 


„. 
1 


"P 


:; 
2 4 
4 
F 
4 
« 
** 
i 
+ ; 
{4 
b 
2 


E - 


EY 


by the very ſame eſſential and eternal neceſſity that he is 


God, and that he is the Son of God; for . there can 
be no ſeparation of any of theſe characters, (viz, of Me- 


_ diator, of God, and of the Son of God) either from 


his perſon, or from one another.” Agaia, becauſe the 
revelation of him as God, and as the Eternal Son of 
God, is connected, which the Expoſitor calls incorporat- 
ed, with the revelation that is made of him as Mediator, 
we. muſt not view him as God, or as the Eternal Son of 
God, ab/traft from his being Mediator; as if from this 
united, or what is called incorporated revelation of him, 
he never pe//ebly could have been God, nor the Eternal 
Son of God, UNLESS that he had been Mediator. A 
ſtrange treating of Scripture indeed] When it is ſaid, 
« He is all ſuticient as Mediator,” this is very true 5 
but it is alſo true, that he is all-ſufficicat as he is God. 


Yet it will not follow, that therefore he is Mediator as 


he is God ; or that he is God as he is Mediator. The 
reaſon is plain : for he is God by eternal neceſſity, and 
thus has all-ſufficience belonging gſſentially ro him; but 
he is Mediator by mere pleaſure, and ſo in this official 
character, he bas all-/ufficience belonging to him, in way 


of GIFT; as it is ſaid, If pleaſed the Father that in him 
fpould. all fulneſs dwell. (Col. i. 19.) 


We thall now proceed to conſider this Author's view 
of the Covenant of Grace. Speaking of natural and 
aſſumed characters, be ſays, We are taught that it was 
in e aſſumed characters, that . the three ado- 


rrable Perſons of the Trinity took each his place in this“ 


& matter; that each TOOK his place, all doing fo in 


. an equally immediate and ſovereign or arbitrary man- 


& ner, c. (Exp. p. 12.)“ Treachery, O Ahaziah] or 
woful forgery, if ye will. Pray let us hear how it is ex- 
preſſed in the Diſcourſe. It is plain from Scripture, 
ic that this Covenant was the matter of the moſt ſove- 


4 reign pleaſure and glorious counſel of a Three-One 


& God; and that, ACCORDING "TO THIS COUN+ * 
« SEL, the three adorable Perſons of the Trinity took © 


each his place in this Covenant, (Diſc. p. 7.) Nene 


may 


(5 = ES 

may henceforth be ſurpriſed, Ry h he Expoladr 
ſhould fer himſelf to patronize and ſu party 
of injurious and abuſive wreſters of public diſcourſes, | 
when he is capable of ſuch a peculiar falſifying and 
wreſting of what is called a Diſcourſe in print. Alſo, 
nat $5 dildo way uteder that this is done by 
him wilfulty, andof deſign; becauſe the words ( | 
ing to this counſel) are ſo immediately. connected with 
what follows in the ſentence, in order to ſhow the pro- 
per ſenſe and/meaving thereof, as being by no means 
« in an equally. — and or arbitrary 
4 manner; as if they were not only din Pero, 
doe diſtmct Gods, diſtin Beings. 

But that we may have before us this Author's view 
of the Covenant of Grace, we myſt preſent; from his 
Expoſition what follows : That covenant was entertd 


10 into, as the council of peace was held, from all eter- 


„ nity, betwixt the Firff and Second Perſons of the 

« glorious Trinity, as ſuch: It was entered jato be- 
ac twixt them in theſe characters, or not at all; becauſe 
* they had not, they could not have any other pre- 
* vious diſtinguiſhing characters, in which they could 
&« be conſidered, or act. And ſo, in this Covenant, the 
&« Second Perſon, as ſuch, was an object of diſperſion 
1 to the Firft Perſon as ſuch : He became the Father's 


« Ele, conſidering the Father as the Firſt Perſon of * 


ie the Trinity; the Son, as the Second Perſon, being 
=. by him called unto, and inveſted with the office of 
% Mediator between God and man. Such is the oniy 
manner of the Covenant of Grace, arcording to the 
* Scriptures ; the only manner of it, hitherto known 
8 22 acknowledged in the church: And in no other 
< way that Covenant either did or could take place 
5 betwixt theſe glorious Perſons; as, previouſly to the 
< confideration of ir, they had; nor, they could not 
L have any other befide their natural characters of 
perſonality, in which they might tranſact the ſame. 

| . (Exp. p. 14-”) Here the intelligent reader is to 
f * his 6 Oaly, it is to be 1 
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that the preſent {3 gh not, whether any Covenant 
whatever could be tranſacted. or entered into betwixt 
the Fir and Second Perſons of the Trinity, conſidered 
merely as ſuch ; which indeed we believe to be incom- 


| Patible, or inconſiſtent with the divine glory. But the 


queſtion preſently is, whether or not this Covenant, 
commonly called the Covenant of Grace, could poſſi- 
bly have been entered into betwixt the Firf 
Perſons of the Trinity, conſidered only A8 SUCH? 


The Expoſitor takes the afirmative.; we take the nega- 
tue. But that we may underſtand what we are about, 


this Covenant is to be conſidered as to what it is, viz: 
that it is a Covenant conſiſting of two parts, a promife 
upon one ſide, and a condition upon the other- The 


protiſe upon the one ſide, was that of eternal life ; op 


of the Spirit, as the Spirit of eternal life: And the con 


dition on the e ſide, was, full ee and * 


lion. 


Perſon of rhe Trinity; for, as ſuch, he needed no ſuch 
promiſe ; there was no room for it. When we conſi- 


der the Second Perſon of the Trinity. AS SUCH, we 
confider him AS a Divine Perſon, and therefore uſt 


neceſſorily conſider him as having all poſfible blefſedz 


neſs, glory, and excellency in him ; otherwiſe we do 
not mean that he is truly and properly a Divine Per. 
ſony but only ſuch by bare title, or in a mere nominal 


way. But the Son is moſt truly and properly a Divine 
Perſon; therefore, AS SUCH, could receive no pro- 
miſed bleſſing from the Father. —A gain, the condition 
was full payment and ſatis faction. But could the Son, 

ar the Second Perſon of the Trinity, be called to pay 
debts that he never contracted; to fatisfy for crimes 
that he never committed? Vea, further, could he ever 
be ealled, even to pay the debts of others to fatisfy 


for the crimes of others, merely as the Second Perſon, 


when, AS SUCH, he had the very /ame. GLORIQUS 


* and UNALIENABLE "TITLE. to En 


and Srcond 


Noa, the e eternal life could never be made 
by the Father as the Firſt, to the Son as the Second 
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i and fatisfaQtion,-that. the Father, a- the Firſt Perſon; 


had? Then it may be; ſaid, that this Covenant is gone; 
it muſt be an impoſſible thing. No neither; for infinite 
wiſdom, in the depth of unſearchable inuentian, falls 
upon the plan; che Father, os ſuſtaining the whole 
Trinity, to receive-the payment and ſatisfaction: then, 
neither the don, nor the Holy Ghoſt, are injured in 
their RIGHTS: And the Son to be INCARNATE, 
and, in that created nature, to be inveſted with the 
office of Mediator, and ſo to ſtand a. Repreſentative 
and Surety, having all thoſe debts. and crimes found 


with a certain loſt: company, laid upon him. It is here 


that, according to the Scripture, the matter truly lyes.. 
Now, the Father and. the Son can ſtrike hands, and 

mutually. engage in a Covenant, that, in the nature ot 
it, is a Covenant between, God and men; for it is a 
Covenaat iu a Mediator between God and: men, the 
Max Chriſt Jeſus. IC yore 3 CCC doy erg. & 5d 12 
It was a wonderful contrivance, that God ſhould be 

on both ſides in a Covenant ; yet no change with God, 


nor any injury, any hurt to the TRUE DIGNTETY of 


aby of the adorable Per/ans. God, in the perſon of 
the Father, appears in abſolute. glory; and God, in the 
perſon of the S, AS VEILED in human nature, ap- 
pears on man's ſide, to do all for him, as being nearly 
related to him. Had this Covenant been entered into 
between the Firſt, and decond Perſons of the Trinity, 
as ſuch $: then: the Second Perſon entered into. Cove - 
nant, without any ſuch near relation unto man: and 
wnat need was there for his becoming man, ſince the 
Covenant was already entered into; was already made? 
But, in, the very nature of things, he behoved to be 
conſidered as becoming man in the DIVINE COUN-- 


_ SEL and PURPOSE, chat he might be capable of en- 


tering into ſuch a Covenant : and when. confidered a 
in the nature of man, it was neceſſary that he ſhould 
De called to the office of Mediator, and ſent upon all 


the work belonging to that office; becauſe it was of 


mere plraſure with God, with a Three-One God, that: 
974 5 ever 


T8) 


ever any ſueh Covenant ſhould be re and fo hat 
ever 2 Mediator ſhould be admitte. 564 


Again: He behoved like wiſe to become man, that he 
might be capable of being elected, and as having a com- 
pany of mankind elected i in Dim: Sd we are ſaid to be 
_ choſen in him. (Eph. i. 4.) None were ever elected in 
him ar the Second: Perſon of the Trinity ; for, as fuch, 
in the elecling of any creatures, he added uh the very 
ſame glorious ben, and divine ſyrereignty, tat the 
Father did. Why ? becauſe elècting love was the one act 
of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, As ONE true and 
eternal Ged. Had it not been in the one' counſel of the 
bleſſed Three, that the 8on ſhould become man, or 2 
creature, he would never have been within the bounds 

of electing love, within the bounds of any decree, with. 
in the bounds of an Wy promife; neither indeed could 
ever have been, unleſs we are to turn dewnright A- 
rians, and ſpoil him of his true and eternal DEIT V. 

But, further, let this queſtion be aſked. Did the Son 

« God, in his natural character, or as the Second Pers 

- fon of the Pri inity, enter into Covenant? To anſwor 

yes; (with the Expoſitor) is ſtrange enough. Vet even 

the firſt man did not enter into Covenant, merely as 
the firſt man individually and perſonally conſidered. 
The firſt man, in his natural character, was an indivi- - 
dual, diſtinct, buman perſon: But it was not in that 
character he 'emtered into Covenant: It was in the 
character and capacity of a Public Head and Repreſens 
rative. In his natural character, he was fit to be 
choſen'a Repreſentative of thoſe of bis own kind 4 but 
the Son of God, in the neceſſary order of rings, be- 
hoved to be eonſilered as having the nature of thoſe 
creatures that he was to be choſen Ret reſentative' of: 
So he is ſaid to be chſen out o, or from among, he pto- 
ple. (Pſ. IXxxix. 19.) With whom then was the Co- 
venant of Grace made? % be Covenant of Grace 

<« was made with Chriſt AS the Second Adam, a 

c in him, with all the rai as kb miu (ELarg. . 
* Anſ. to —_ 31 . 8 * 20 i NS Th 
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But; again, this. Covenant being desgned for-the 
retovery of fallen . man, an- atoning: ſacrifice behoved 
to be in the very filme nature that ſinned- Thus the 
dlood of bulls and: goats could never do, not only 
from the creature · inſufficĩience thereof, which holds 
28 to all ; but from the ſame: being off or different 


from the narure that ſinned. Vea, the nature of an- 


— 
— 


7 more noble than that of man, 2 
anſwer for mankind; it could only anſwer for ang 
kind: the angels that fell. Wherefore it is faid, 2 — 
be took not oni the nature c angels; but be. tout on him 
the feed of Abrabam. (Heb. fi. 16.) If his coming 
down, even to the ſtate of the higheſt angel, would 
not dog how infimtely more unanſwerable then was it 
for him, conſidered merely in his divine - ue 
and uncreated glory? Yet we are taught, that, te in 
„ this Covenant; the Second Perſon, Ass fuch;wrdg am 
4 Object of diſpenſation to the Fir Perſon as fuck: 
« He became the Father's Bledt, conſidering the Fa- 
t ther as the Hirſt Perſon of the Trinity; the Son, as 
46. the Second Perſon, being by him called unto, and 
2 inveſted with, the office af Mediator between God 
& and man Really we art ke to believe, that cthis 
Authoris' at heart an! Arian y for ur do not think 
phat there is an Arian in all Rritain, wha} wil not be 
pleaſed with this language, and ready to give hin the 
right hand of fellowſhip, as joining tlieir ſociety.— 
he Second Perſon, as ſuch, was an object of -DIS- 
«© PENSA'FION- 120: the Fir Perſon ag ſuch! But 
what diſpenſation ? even that of exerciſing a ſaovereign 
and abſolutely free chofing He became tlie Fathers 
Eklect, conlitering: the Father: as: the-Fſt Perſon of 
„ the Trinity.“ Yea, further, a diſpenſation 6f{abſo- 
tote power and authority: „ the: Son, as the Second 


4 Perſon, being by him called unto, and inveſted with 


the office of Mediator between God and man.“ 


| > Reg what is here left to the Son As the Second 


Perſon ? Nothing but his. giving chedience to the Fa- 
ens authority as the Firſt Perſon. His eternal mind, 
it 


. LEES 


Ie ſeeain; wax fever conſulted in rbis baſinefs : He had 
mo vote in at- It was the coundtel and : decree of the 
Father anly, and intimated w himby authority, as be- 
ing, in his nat character, ſubject to the Father's le- 
r AP conſidering him in his natural charac- 
Bur, according to this ſcheme, what can any one 
— about the meaning. of theſe naturn i characteri, 
ther than this, wiz. That the natural character | -of 
che Father means, bis being tht only true Gal , his 
deing alone me - abfolutely' Supreme Gad and that the 
anturu character of the means, whatever | 
ed high rank ſhould be given him, that he is but 2 
mere creature, ſubjact to the-ewthority and 20:4] of the 
Supreme Ga, and bound to give obedience to what 
iam he ſhall be put under; and that this obligation to 
obedience, — from his natura character? What 
is: there then ſo very wonderful, or meritorious of 
peaiſe, in the Son becoming Mediator ? He did but bis 
nud is only to be commended in doing that. It 
ſeems that all the Saviour we have got, is but the 80 
dinian Saviour of an. eminent creature, as a pattern of 
obellience ; and let man have chat pattern revealed, he 
chen has enough, he. needs no more. According to 
tis ſchemetof things, it is quite: vain to talk of eſſca- 
tiub oneheſs, perſonab equality, and the like; for theſe 
muſt: only be words, of mere ſound, deſtitute of all 
meaning, and: can only ſerve * e the weak u 
KAtecntIve: Mics h er 
But it may be Kad, Wanne n — of ubſiſt 
ence among the perſons of the Trinity, of Firft, Second, 
and Third? and are to this or- 
der 2 fue, there is an eternal and unchangeable oraler 
of ſubfiſtence among the perſons of the Trinity; but 
then, this means nothing of any order of dignity, poser, 
or authority of one Divine: Perſon above another, ſo 
as that che Son, from his being the ſecond in order, 
mould therefore be in the ſtate of natural inferi | 
and. fubjeion to the Eather. The Father will . 
2 4 _— 9 his Son: Foo dhe: wills, Phat. a 
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men ſbould: honour the Sn, ends AS They: Bononr-the 1 Fa- 
ther. (Jokn v.23): That is to ſay, with the ſelſ.ſame 
honour ; not a kind of inferior or ſubordirate honour, 


as bearing only ſome figurative mlt of what is 
to be given to himſ cf. 


With regard to the Son the ſecond Perſon being 


the Mediator, this as not from any neceſſity flowing 
from his being the Second Perſon, as if this did meat 
his having! ſome certain degree of inferiority, And fo 
Ht to be piched on for Mediator. No, 'no becauſt 


infinite wiſdom, the ene wiſdom of the adorable Three, 


which contrived this myſtery, behoved to act like it- 


| ſelf, to act according to truth. But it is not truth, 


that er are ſuperiority and inferiorny in God thero- 
fore, that ' glorious iſdom could never ataccoffing 
5d whiat was Halle, what was never trie. 

In ure rt Velation, if - we, mean to make any 
Toft! uſe of it, there are three truths, according 40 


the whole myſtery of that Covenant, which was forthe 
recovery of fallen man. Firſts the truth of ONE. 


pure efſenct. in- God. Secondly, the truth of 5THREE | 


Jiſtinét Perſens, ſubſiſting eim char ON E unilrvided . 


fence.. Thirdly, the truth) of an ant hangeable anden of 


fubſiſlence among the Ador able Ibrees in that ſame 
ONE Ence. Now, infinite wiſdom] incits contriving, 
according tothe unchangeable order vf ſubſiſtence; that 
the Second Perſon ſhould become man; ſhould be t 
Metliator, and, as a ſurety:and repreſentative, 


of the true honour: ap eternal dignity of the Second 


Perſom Where fore, in divine revelation, the nature 


of thoſe demands to be made uponihim A8 SURETY, 


is clearly pointed out, in ſhowing that they were de- | 


mands from the whale Trinity, as ONE. abſelute; God e 
That, therefore, the Father could never be laid: — 
fiſt upon theſe, demands, conſiderd A8 mereig the 
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which the Wen of God acted in tlie contrivance of 


enccuse bufiheſs on war's ſidde; was perfectly tender 


Hi Per Perſon, but AS /ufaining T HAT "WHO LE 
e The Lew: to be fulfilled. 
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ena Trinity: The vun to 
be ſatis fed, was: -- eng ge, the one Hahler N 
the Bleſſed Three. "_ (33% 

2 When the divine glory of 4 Sap is veiled 
and eclipſed in humanity, in a Mediatory office, wich 
hard fervice and ſuffering, we are made to know 
that he has all poſſible arid excellency be- 
tongirig/co him: For he was at the creating of all 
worlds, of every thing that was made; and was rhere- 
Fore It the decreeing Fr ritcr ings, and of all con- 

Herning them. Alſo, we are . to underſtand, 
| Gan be fooa: rigli to the higheſt: to all divine 
honour, as being moft truly che abſolutely e 2o0cn 
Bod, the 1 1ade! Fuad. 1:7; 
The Expoſitor ſays, When we arr told abet God 
40 ere Bron be getter Song ſending bis Son in abi li li. 
e (with — like Sc [that 
he ſays, “la theſe, and ſuch o- 
2 Scripture, we are never (it ſeems) to 
e underſtand the Father and the Son in their naturu 
Characters 2s fach. (Exp. p. 12)“ What ftrange 
| unge (is chis ! Is it the natural character of the 
Don, to be in the) ldemeſe 2 No, hk natu- 
mbchuratter' is, his dauellis, light vieh no man 
Tn unto 3 8 nor ar =: 
. Tim. 8. 16.) In his natura character as ſuch, he 
wat never nor ſent. He was, thus, never gift 
le to, nor receivable by any creatures. It was a 
ſtroke of divine invention, eternally io be 
| re GIFT ſhould have been 
| te ta, and receiunble by even ſuch creatures as 
_ rhe periſhiog finners'of mankind. The higheſt angels 
debre to look imo ſuch myſtery. As for us, the na- 
turai bias of our minds is rather to think diminutively 
of che Son of Cod, becauſe of ſuch low condeſcend- 
ence in coming into a ſtation, to be given, ſent, deliver - 
ed up; &r. Bur this ought co work the contrary with us, 
and cauſe us to beware uf ſuch latguage as is the tar- 
niſhing of his tue glory. When it is ſdid, -Come fee tl 
| | Place 
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place where the Lord lay, it would be firange to view it 


thus, viz. where he lay as the Lord, or in his natural 


character as ſuch. Alſo, it is ſaid, "Feed the church of 


God, which he hath purchaſed with 'kis oaun blood ; but 
it was not his own blood, as he is God; nor was he 
cruciked as the Lord of glory, or in his natural cha- 
racter as ſuch. 

The Expoſitor intimates, that he, as he ſuppoſes, 


„ has now done with the Diſcourſer (as he is called 
« with an air of contempt) for ever in the printing 


« way.” Perhaps the world will be at no great loſs, 
unleſs he were to avoid writing in ſuch an obſcure 


aud diſagreeable manner. When he takes bis farewell 


in way of quoting Rom. xii. 19. let us learn to know, 
that the Lord will avenge his own cauſe, and will 9 
the 1 injury done to his Sacred Truth. 
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